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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1 and 6 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claims 1 and 6, lines 2-4 have the phrase, "an operation display section which 
has... of a display section, can input an operation instruction by pressing..." It is 
unclear what is referred to in the clause "can input an operation instruction..." It is 
assumed that the clause is referring to a user or similar, but it is unclear with the 
current claim language. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
1 22(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Spalding (UsPgPub: 2003/0142082). 

Regarding claim 1 , Spalding discloses a touch screen input system (Fig. 
1, element 12; Fig. 3, element 70; paragraph 39) for displaying images to a user. 



Spalding further discloses an operation control section (Fig. 1, element 14; 
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paragraphs 16 and 17) that controls the display to display selection items to 
decide the size of items on the display (paragraphs 39-41). The selection items 
on the touch screen are used to change the displayed size of items on the 
display. 

Regarding claim 6, the Examiner notes that the claim is essentially 
identical to claim 1 except for renaming the "operation instruction item character 
group" as an "operation button". Spalding discloses selecting the size of the 
entire image shown on the touch screen (paragraphs 39-42), this would include 
the size of any buttons or text displayed. Therefore, the arguments applied to 
claim 1 are also applied to claim 6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 2-5 and 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Spalding in view of Duncan et al. (USPN: 7107533), 
hereinafter Duncan. 

Regarding claim 2, as discussed above, Spalding discloses all of the 
limitations except, "determination means for determining whether the operation 
instruction item character group having the decided display size can be displayed 
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in one display window layout, and layout setting means for setting a display 
window layout of the operation instruction item character group on the display 
screen on the basis of a determination result of said determination means." 

Spalding discloses resizing the image displayed on a screen based on 
selection by a user, but does not expressly disclose using different layouts based 
on the selected size. 

Duncan discloses an electronic book with the ability to resize the 
displayed information on the screen (col. 1, lines 32-37; col. 8, line 52 - col. 9, 
line 52). Based on the selected size the program automatically calculates how 
much information can be displayed on a single page and reformats the layout 
based on the size (col. 8, line 63 - col. 9, line 8). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
to combine the teachings of Spalding and Duncan. When resizing information 
displayed on a screen it would be obvious to one skilled in the art that information 
could be increased to a size that would not completely fit on the display. Using a 
paginator of Duncan or some other related automatic program the layout of the 
displayed information could be recalculated to assure that all information is 
displayed on a single or multiple screens depending on size (Duncan, col. 8, line 
58-63). Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to combine the 
teachings of Spalding and Duncan to produce a device as specified in claim 2. 

Regarding claims 3-5, Duncan discloses the layout is determined based 
on the selected size. This would result in a "standard" display layout based on 
the default size and a changed layout based on other selected sizes. The 
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change from one layout to another would be caused when the size change is 
large enough that the paginator determines that information would not be 
properly displayed on the display. 

Regarding claims 7-10, the claims are related to claims 2-5, but recite the 
changing of the layout of buttons on the display rather than "operation instruction 
item character groups". Although, Duncan deals with a layout of text, it would be 
obvious to one skilled in the art that displaying buttons with resizable text would 
create a similar issue of having a layout be unusable for the newly resized 
buttons. Therefore, an automatic layout calculator could be used to alter the 
layout of buttons that are resized based on selection from the user, and the 
arguments used for claims 2-5 can be similarly applied to claims 7-10. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The Examiner cites the Microsoft Word word processor 
program. The program system provides the option to use large or normal sized 
menu buttons in the toolbars. The option is accessed under the "View - Toolbars 
- Customize" option and selection of normal or large sized buttons results in an 
automatic alteration of the layout of the buttons. This selection has been 
available since at least Microsoft Office 97 as shown with the provided reference 
from the Microsoft web pages. 
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5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Steven E. Holton whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 272-7903. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Amr Awad can be reached on (571) 272-7764. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Steven E. Holton 
Division 2629 
January 4, 2007 




AMR A. AWAD 



